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He loved you all. Thank you for being very

nice to him. This is closure, and we do appre-
ciate it as a family. After September 11, we
didn’t feel that it was appropriate, so we are
glad this happened. I did learn something
myself today. My father always told me he
didn’t want to print his prayers because he
wanted to save taxpayer money. But I wish
he would have printed them, because right
now they are going through the whole house,
and my mother saved every prayer. Every
day he would bring home the Congressional
Record and she would tear it out, and she
would put them all in one place. I wish he
would have printed them.

I want to say thank you very much. You
were his flock. If my father came back right
now, my family, we are a totally loving fam-
ily, and we wouldn’t have one question for
him. We would just be happy that he was
back, but we will see him some day. So
thank you from him.

MRS. SARAH FORD STRIKE: I am Sarah
Ford Strike, and I just got married just 4
weeks ago, so I am still getting used to my
last name. But I am the youngest of the five
kids, and again I want to say thank you very
much for putting this together. You have all
been so honorable to us and to our family,
because after September 11, we thought since
there are so many other tragedies in this
world, let us not do this, we will honor our
dad in our own special way; and you all are
very nice to continue this, and we appreciate
that.

My mom is in Brussels visiting our sister
Marie and her family, so she is not here
today. But I want to say that we are his fam-
ily; but you are also his family, because you
made his past 21 years here so happy. He
didn’t tell us about his counseling and his
times of need with people, but he did tell us
about the friendships; and that is what made
us happy. He would come home, and it was
just great.

Being five kids, almost all of us working in
the District, we were able to come and visit
Dad from time to time, and we would just
laugh because you could not get five feet in
the hallway without him stopping and talk-
ing to somebody. It didn’t matter who you
were or what you did. He knew everybody by
name, and that is what I just hope that I
have that gift, because he would just say,
just remember something about that person;
and it just was so special and such an inti-
mate conversation, and then we would walk
five more feet and we would get stopped
again. So we cherish that.

We miss his bad jokes and we miss his
humor, and we love him very much; but we
are very happy because who we are is be-
cause of our dad. And we are happy that he
is healthy and happy. I know he is up there.
I got married, and at our wedding his spirit
was with us. If you ever saw him at the
White House balls or somewhere, he danced
very badly, and he would do this; and I know
he was up there doing the same thing, and I
know he is doing it now; and I know he is
happy as can be. So thank you from our fam-
ily.

REVEREND CHRISTENSEN: Just to bring
this then to a close, Mr. Speaker, you did
talk about the fact that you remember Jim
Ford’s prayers. I would like to ask us now to
stand, and I am going to read the last prayer
that Jim Ford gave at the House of Rep-
resentatives. These are those words of his
final prayer, and then I will conclude with
the benediction. Let us pray:

‘‘We are grateful, O merciful God, that you
are with us wherever we are and whatever we
do. We know that Your spirit gives us for-
giveness for the ways of our past, direction
for the path ahead, and the comforting as-
surance that we are never alone. We gain
strength from the words of the Psalmist: be

still and know that I am God. I am exalted
among the nations; I am exalted in the
earth, the Lord of hosts is with us, the God
of Jacob is our refuge. May Your good word,
O God, be with all Your people and give them
the peace and confidence that You alone can
give. In Your name we pray. Amen.’’

The Lord bless you and keep you. The Lord
make His face shine upon you and be gra-
cious unto you. The Lord give up His coun-
tenance upon you and give you peace.

Amen.

A WONDERFUL MAN
(By Stephen Horn)

Thursday, May 9, 2002
Mr. HORN. Mr. Speaker, this afternoon we

honored a Celebration of the Life of Dr.
James D. Ford, the Chaplain Emeritus of the
House of Representatives.

When we traveled to meeting with the del-
egations of the European Parliament, we
found that Jim was a very fine companion.
Jim Ford was a great teacher. When we met
diplomats and officers, Jim was able to
lighten up some of us who were stressed from
negotiations and differences among various
factions.

Jim was a fine scholar of the Bible. When
we were in Israel, Jim was well versed in
three of the great religions which are in Je-
rusalem. Before Chaplain Ford came to the
House, he had been for 18 years as the Chap-
lain of the United States Military Academy
at West Point. As a result of his experiences
at West Point, he knew about youth and how
they grow to be leaders for our country.
When a delegation of the House met with
General Wesley Clark, the Supreme Com-
mander of the North Atlantic Treaty Organi-
zation [NATO]. When the General met the
Chaplain there was a warm hug. We saw a
four star General, but, Dr. Ford remembered
him as the very bright senior who was Presi-
dent of the Bible Society during Clark’s sen-
ior year at West Point.

Dr. Ford was an effective counselor of
members that work hard and often needed to
be working with people under stress.

One of Jim’s great adventures was when he
and three volunteer cadets from West Point
navigated a boat with sails, guided by the
stars. The waves tossed the small boat in the
North Atlantic Ocean. It was a great experi-
ence.

Jim was a people-person. When colleagues
had medical operations at the Walter Reed
Army Medical Center, Jim would come out
to see us. He brought us cheer. His humor
was delightful.

He will not be forgotten. Our condolences
to Marcie, his wife, and Peter his eldest son,
and the Ford family.
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TREASURY AND GENERAL GOV-
ERNMENT APPROPRIATIONS ACT,
2003

SPEECH OF

HON. DANNY K. DAVIS
OF ILLINOIS

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, July 24, 2002

The House in Committee of the Whole
House on the State of the Union had under
consideration the bill (H.R. 5120) making ap-
propriations for the Treasury Department,
the United States Postal Service, the Execu-
tive Office of the President, and certain
Independent Agencies, for the fiscal year
ending September 30, 2003, and for other pur-
poses:

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I join my
colleagues today in support the Treasury and

General Government Appropriations Act of
2003, H.R. 5120.

This has been an extraordinary year for our
nation, and our civil servants have responded
with professionalism to the threats against our
borders and assaults against our values. They
certainly should be counted among our he-
roes. It is, therefore, most appropriate that all
Federal employees, both civilians and military
members, receive the same 4.1% pay raise in
FY 2003.

I am also pleased with the Postal Service
Appropriations Act of 2003 for it reaffirms
some of the basic principles of our universal
postal service—6-day mail delivery, rural deliv-
ery of mail, and maintenance of post offices in
rural areas.

Since 1912, 6-day delivery of mail has been
an essential service that the American public
has relied upon, particularly working families
that depend on the Postal Service for the
timely delivery of paychecks. Ending Saturday
mail deliveries would not only cause delays in
the delivery of mail, but would also cause
higher postal costs, due to the additional over-
time that would be required to handle the re-
sulting backlog of mail.

Another great efficiency in our country is the
ability to send a letter from rural Arkansas to
downtown Chicago—and have confidence in
knowing it will get there. Whether you live or
work in rural or urban America, the satisfaction
of knowing that you can communicate pro-
vides peace of mind. Many of our communities
have limited methods of communication and
rely on the post office to provide the glue that
binds people together. By maintaining rural
post offices, we will continue to bind together
our citizenry.

I urge my colleagues to join me in support
of this appropriations bill.

f

FUTURE INFRASTRUCTURE

HON. DON YOUNG
OF ALASKA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, July 26, 2002

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. Mr. Speaker, The
House Transportation and Infrastructure Com-
mittee, which I chair, is conducting a series of
fact finding hearings as we prepare to reau-
thorize the Nation’s highway and mass transit
programs next year.

Surface transportation and the immense in-
frastructure that supports our Nation’s trans-
portation system extends to every corner of
this country and every Member’s district. That
is why we are now examining the effective-
ness and funding needs of existing programs,
as well as the need for any new direction that
the infrastructure of our country may need into
the future.

I have said many times that I am concerned
about the state of the Nation’s infrastructure.
This concern is shared by many members of
my committee.

The hearings underway in the Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure Committee are serv-
ing to highlight the need for a modern, effec-
tive transportation infrastructure. Our eco-
nomic health depends upon our roadways and
transportation infrastructure. To ignore the
physical state of these systems is to invite dis-
ruption that could have enormous economic
consequences to this country.
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While we examine our highway programs,

we will also review mass transit programs and
other programs to address and avoid conges-
tion as well as new technology that might en-
able us to become more efficient and to im-
prove the transport of people and goods.

During the process of reviewing the infra-
structure needs of the Nation and the role of
highway and mass transit programs, it is my
intention to invite comments on the future ben-
efits and needs for the hydrogen option in our
transportation system.

We may be years away from actually em-
ploying fleets of, vehicles fueled by hydrogen
but we owe it to ourselves to determine how
this important new fuel source can be inte-
grated along our transportation infrastructure.
Just think of the different dynamic we would
face in the Middle East if our transportation
system were equipped with hydrogen vehicles
and refueling stations based upon hydrogen.

Nearly fifty years ago, during the Presidency
of Dwight Eisenhower, the Nation embarked
upon the construction of the federal interstate
highway system. Today, after thousands of
miles of highways have been constructed and
billions of dollars expended, we have an inter-
state highway system that is the envy of the
world.

We have a transportation network, five dec-
ades in the making, that is the lifeline upon
which commerce flows. That system required
enormous and sustained federal support as
well as cooperation with state and local gov-
ernments and agencies and the ideas, innova-
tion and hard work of hundreds of thousands
of people from the private sector.

Many of the improvements we take for
granted today took decades to design, im-
prove and construct. I believe it is time to
begin work on an effort that may become just
as important as that of President Eisenhower,
an effort to use hydrogen as a key component
of our transportation base. I believe it is time
for us to realize that our future surface trans-
portation system may well be fueled using hy-
drogen, so we must begin the planning and
thinking now.

We are at the question stage of this proc-
ess. While I am not saying we are ready to set
a final course of action to install hydrogen fuel
infrastructure, I do believe that hydrogen can
become the key part of the nation’s future
transportation system. As Chairman of the
Transportation and Infrastructure Committee, I
believe that we should undertake a process, in
the reauthorization of our highway programs,
to study the feasibility of hydrogen infrastruc-
ture in the future.

This process will allow us to question timing
and to ask if such a transformation is feasible,
is real, is viable, is cost efficient and is in the
Nation’s best interest. Because our bill will au-
thorize the highway program for at least six
years, it is important that we not miss this win-
dow of opportunity to ask these questions and
possibly, to initiate actions that will expedite
any transformation process.

The automobile industry and President Bush
have announced an initiative known as Free-
dom CAR, an industry and government re-
search and development program to develop
fuel cell vehicles as well as needed R&D relat-
ing to the hydrogen fuel that will power these
vehicles.

We already know a great deal about fuel
cells and we already know a great deal about
the production of hydrogen. But, we clearly do

not know enough. The effort of the private in-
dustry and the Administration to develop these
sources of fuel can be assisted by the review
and development of a meaningful infrastruc-
ture system to refuel these vehicles.

Industry and government researchers alike
have asserted that a focused infrastructure de-
velopment program likely will garner the con-
fidence needed to produce the vehicles. As
we develop the confidence to proceed it also
will be necessary to commit to the production
of a sufficient number of vehicles for wide-
spread demonstration. Thereafter we would be
positioned to move forward towards the manu-
facture of thousands and then millions of such
vehicles.

During each of these stages, a meaningful
and effective refueling hydrogen infrastructure
will be needed. We should avoid a chicken
and egg problem: What comes first the vehicle
or the fueling infrastructure? Will the vehicles
be produced if the infrastructure is not readily
available? Will the infrastructure be made
available if the vehicles are not forthcoming?

The infrastructure should be developed in
parallel with the vehicles. Consumers are un-
likely to buy fuel cell vehicles over traditional
vehicles unless the hydrogen fuel is available.
We may never see the mass production of
fuel cell vehicles, even after they are tech-
nically proven, unless the fueling infrastructure
is in place.

We are fighting a war on terrorism that is
precipitated, in part, by our country’s depend-
ence upon foreign supplies of crude oil. The
lives of our military personnel are at risk every
day. As long as we continue dependence
upon foreign sources of oil we will face war
and an enormous human and economic toll
that is placed upon our society and economy.
If we do nothing, our dependency on foreign
oil is projected to grow from fifty percent today
to more than 60 percent by 2020. That de-
pendency has grown already from 35 percent
in the mid-1970’s when we first confronted war
over oil in the Middle East.

Congress is facing a question that will par-
tially ease the dependence on foreign oil
sources as it conferences the energy bill. In
the House, we say we should allow explo-
ration and development of a fringe area of the
Arctic National Wildlife Refuge in my state. I
passionately believe that this is vital right now.
The answer to oil dependency is a sensible
U.S. domestic oil production in ANWR, as well
as looking for other solutions that will ease the
problem in years to come.

We need to develop all possible sources of
energy to insure that our country has a diver-
sity of energy sources available. Hydrogen,
the most abundant element in the universe is
a source of energy that should be developed
for application in the long term. It can be de-
rived from gasoline, natural gas, methanol, re-
newables, even water. Someday, like elec-
tricity today, hydrogen could become a type of
energy used in daily transportation and as a
source of fuel for electricity generation to
power homes, business and industry.

Now is the time to begin a serious investiga-
tion that looks beyond a successful research
and development program. We need to con-
sider the need to begin our public and private
efforts now to create an infrastructure to serve
and fuel a transportation system based in part
upon fuel cell vehicles and the need for hydro-
gen.

I do not know if there will be success or fail-
ure of these efforts to perfect the technology

but I think it wise to consider those actions we
can take. Our design should be to encourage
and maintain momentum towards adoption of
a new form of transportation based not entirely
upon fossil fuels from other lands. We need to
begin a process to determine government’s
proper role in this effort that may be as tech-
nically challenging as the Apollo program and
as important as the Interstate Highway Sys-
tem.

Regardless of the energy source that pro-
pels our vehicles, now or in the future, we
must also ensure that it pays its fair share to
the Highway Trust Fund, if we are to maintain
a user fee based system to invest in our trans-
portation infrastructure.

The reauthorization effort should examine
where we are, what needs to be done, what
resources will be required, and what partner-
ships need to be encouraged if we are to add
hydrogen as a cornerstone of our transpor-
tation sector in a timely manner. The Sub-
committee Chairman, Mr. PETRI, and Ranking
Member, Mr. BORSKI, can get the perspectives
of all relevant sectors on this issue and ad-
dress them in the reauthorization bill. I expect
to be actively involved in this effort as well.

f

CONFERENCE REPORT ON H.R. 3763,
SARBANES-OXLEY ACT OF 2002

SPEECH OF

HON. DIANA DeGETTE
OF COLORADO

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, July 25, 2002

Ms. DeGETTE. Mr. Speaker, I rise in sup-
port of the conference report to H.R. 3763, the
‘‘Public Company Accounting Reform and In-
vestor Protection Act.’’ This agreement ac-
cepts almost every Democratic proposal con-
tained in the ‘‘Sarbanes’’ bill and has only
been altered by adding increased penalties for
corporate crimes. I am pleased that the Re-
publicans in Congress agreed to the much
stronger Democratic proposals that will reach
to the very roots of the problems in corporate
America that caused the collapse of compa-
nies like Enron, WorldCom, and Adelphia. Un-
fortunately, the country will most likely con-
tinue to see companies fall due to accounting
improprieties and, while I believe this is a
strong bill, more must certainly be done. How-
ever, the changes in our nation’s financial ac-
counting structure contained in this agreement
will strengthen the confidence and trust of in-
vestors and will increase the transparency and
acceptability of financial statements.

The agreement that we are considering
today is almost identical to the Democratic
proposals contained in the ‘‘Sarbanes’’ legisla-
tion that passed the Senate 97–0. The fact
that the Republicans accepted the Democrats’
position certainly shows that the Republicans
in Congress are feeling the heat over cor-
porate accountability. After all, the American
public trusts Democrats to fix the problems in
corporate America and to increase investor
confidence in the markets.

The proposal offered by Republicans to deal
with corporate abuse was to increase pen-
alties for corporate crime, coupled with weak,
industry-controlled standard-setting bodies.
They wanted to deal only with the ‘‘bad ap-
ples’’ instead of getting to the heart of the
problem. The conference committee agreed to
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